
AZ
US ARMY
MATERIEL

COMMAND SMEMORANDUM REPORT BRL-MR-35 .1

00

00

! ELECTRICAL CONDUCTIVITY MEASUREMENTS-
OF HYDROXYIAMMONIUM NITRATE:

DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

John A. Vanderhoff
Steven W. Bunte DTIC

Stt L EC T E
April 1986 MAYCT 0

S D

US ARMY BALLISTIC RESEARCH LABORATORY
ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND, MARYLAND

A.)b 2 22



UNCLASSIFIED
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE r*hen D0ta Ent-red)

REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE 1READ INSTRUCTIONS
BEFORE COMPLETING FORM

I REPORT NUMBER 2 GOVT ACCESSION NO - IECIPIFNTS' CATALOG NUMBER

Memorandum Report BRL-MR-3511 I

4 TITLE (and Subtitle) TYPE OF REPORT & PERIOD COVERED

Final
ELECTRICAL CONDUCTIV ITY MEASUREMENs OF
HYDROXYLAMMONIUM NITRATE: DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS f PERFORMING ORG. REPORT NLmBER

7 AUTHOR(a) 8 CONTRACT OR GRANT NUMBEhie)

John A. Vanderhoff
Steven W. Bunte

9 PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME AND ADDRESS 10 PROGrAM ELEMENT PROJECT TASK

AREA & WORK UNIT NuMgFr.S

US Army Ballistic Research Laboratory
ATTN: SLCBR-IB 1L161102AH43
Ahirdipgn Pron,1n Crn,,nd_ lM 921ftf0- -j--_

II CONTROLLING OFFICE NAME AND ADDRESS 12 REPORT DATE

U.S. Army Ballistic Research Laboratory April 1986
ATTN: SLCBR-DD-T 13 NUMPER r0 PA3t.

Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD 21005-5066 25
14 MONITORING AGENCY NAME & ADDRE-S(lI different rco L .. notrflling Office) " Sý:uRITY CLASS ',.1 thle report)

Unclassified

ISe OECL A.•CATITjN DOWNGRADING
SCHE2,ULE

NA
16 DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of this Report)

Approved for Public Release; Distribution Unlimited

17 DISTRIBUTION STArEMENT (of the abltract enfteed In Block 20. if diffcrent froe Report)

I1 SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES

19 KEY W0R)S (Co-etn... on reereae *,de if ie.o W) en, Identify by blo.k nomber)
Electrical Conductivity Hydroxylammonium Nitrate
Liquid Propellant
Aqueous Nitrate Salt
Resistance
Cell Design

20 AST1rRACT "CootI"-f e -izrmre emie if nIoer eary iA idenlifr by block n.mber) meg

The phenomenon of electrical conductance in aqueous salt solutions is of
great interest to both experimental and theoretical scientists alike.
Electrical conductivity can be used as a tool for elucidating the dynamics
of ions in solutions. Our interest lies in the liquid structure and
transport properties in aqueous solutions of hydroxylammonium nitrate (HAN),
a major component in candidate liquid gun propellants. This report reviews
the experimental considerations in making electrical conductivity (CONT'D)

DD I J1AN) n 7 EDITION OF I NOV 6S S MOLEI -EUNCLASSIFIED

SECURITY' CLASS,r1I"CA :Of Or T.'S .-- -E ... fl'e-*r'



i

JECtIIYY CLASIIJ.'A4IO* OF TtIS V A.G9Sl DON. &mWO

20. Abstract (Cont'd):

easurements on aqueous salt solutions, such as RM. Conductance measurements
as a function of HAN concentration are also reported; discussions as to the
meaning of these curves and possible similarities with Raman spectra will be
the subject of a future repo•

UNCLASSIFIED

.I TD



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

LIST OF FIGURES ......................... ....................... . 5

I . INTRODUCTION .......................................... a . ..... .. . 7

II. CELL DESIGN FACTORS ............... . .......... * .............. 8

III. TEST AND MEASUREMENT .................. .............. 13

REFERENCES ............................ ............. ..... . 18

DISTRIBUTION LIST ............................ ................. 19

Accesion For

NTIS CRA&!
DTIC TAB 0
unannounced 0
Justification

By
Distribution j

Availabibity Codes

i3st speia

3.



LIST OF FIGURES

Figure Page

1 Electrical Circuit Used for Performing Conductivity
Measurements on Aqueous Salt Solutionb .......................... 8

2 Resistance Versus Frequeacy I/2 for a 0.10 M HAN Solution
Contained in a 100 Microliter Hamilton Syringe. Three
Path Lengths (L) are Displayed. T - 20C ............... 10

3 Same as Figure 2, Except that a 1.0 H HAN Solution is Used ...... 11

4 Same as Figure 2, Except thdt a 13 M HAN Solution is Used ....... 12

5 An Equivalent Circuit Representing the Shunting Effect on a
Conductivity Cell ............................................ 12

6 Resistance Versus Frequency- 1 1 2 fcr 0.10, 1.0, and 13 M HAN
Solutions Using the Constructed U-Tube Conductivity Cell.
T 20C ................................ ........ 15

7 Specific Conductivity Versus Concentration for Aqueous HAN
and NaNO 3 . The NeNO3 Published Data (0) is From the CRC
Tables. The U-Tube Conductivity Cell is Used and T = 20"C ...... 16

8 tquivalent Conductance Versus (Concentration)1/2 for Aqueous
HAN Using U-Tube Conductivity Cell. T f 20CC ................... 17

5



I. INTRODUCTION

For many nonmetallic substances such as aqueous salt solutions, the
phenomenon of electrical conductivity occurs via the movement of "free
ions." Materials of this kind are referred to as electrolytes. The
conductivity of an electrolyte depends upon the material, concentration,
temperature, and the geometry of the system with respect to the electrodes
used in the measurement. It is desirable to remove the geometric dependence,
which is done as follows. The condu~tancl L is defined as the reciprocal of
resistance and is expressed as ohms-' (U). The conductance of a homogeneous
body of uniform cross section is proportional to the cross section A and
inversely proportional to the length t;

1 LA - it k
L - - where I - R - -R (

" L is the specific conductance and k-X/A is the cell constant. Thus, the
specific conductance of a solution in a cell of arbitrary design can be

"* obtained by first determining the cell constant and then measuring the
resistance of the solution in that cell. The cell constant can be determined
by either a geometry measurement or by measuring the resistance of a solution
of known specific conductance, Solutions of potassium chloride are generally
used for this purpose. The specific conductance, because of its sensitivity
to the concentration (c) of the conducting species, ia a poor parameter to
compare the intrinsic behavior of various electrolytes. This concentration
dependence can be removed by use of molar conductance M which is defined as

M =L/c

where c is in gram-moles per cm3 . If c is given in gram-moles per liter of
solution then

M =(2)
c

In addition, the ability of an electrolyte to carry current depends not only
on the ionic concentration, but the ionic valence (n e) as well. The equivalent
conductance, A can now be defined as

A - M/n e

For the class of salt solutions under consideration here, the valency will be
one, thus the molar and equivalent conductances are identical.
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Now that a few of the basic parameters of conductance h&ve been defined,
we will discuss some of thI experimental problems encountered during the
course of the measurement. The circuit used for measuring conductance is
extremely simple and is shown in Figure 1. In this figure, A and V are Fluke
Model 8060A RMS multimeterc, OSC is a Tektronix FG 502 function generator, and
C is the conductivity cell.

Figure. 1. Electrical Circuit Used for Performing Conductivity
Measurements on Aqueous Salt Solutions.

The multimeters have sufficient sensitivity to measure voltages and currents
* to within 0.1% precision over the ranges of interest. The oscillator produces

a sine wave and is continuously variable from 1 to 107 Hz. The ability to
vary the frequency is veiy useful in determining the proper operations of the
conductance cell, which will be discussed shortly.

II. CELL DESIGN FACTORS

Discussions in the literature have indicated that as many as seven
different cells are required to accurately measure the conductance of
electrolytic solutions over the entire concentration range from infinite
dilution to saturation. For expedience it was decided to use one cell that
would have a minimal error over most of the concentration range with emphasis
on accuracy for the more concentrated solutions which are representative of
actual liquid propellants.

Sasse'2 suggested the use of a Hamilton syringe for the conductivity
cell. The Hamilton syringe is attractive because the stainless steel needle
and plunger form the electrodes and the distance (1) can be varied by movement
of the plunger. The cell size selected tak-s a maximum of 100 microliters of
sample, and is easily immersible in a thermostatically controlled bath for
temperature dependence studies. This type of cell was used in Figure I.

1. Many of these phenomena have been discussed in the 1928-1935 literature.
A good review is given in the book Electrolyte Solutions by Robinson and
Stokes, London Butterworths Scientific Publications, 1955.

2. R.A. Sasse', private communication, 1985.
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The resistance values obtained as a function of frequency and distanca were
plotted for various concentrations of aqueous hydroxylammonium nitrate (HAN)
solutions. The HAN solutions we ootained were nominally 13 M, and we
accurately dilited them to produce the other concentrations. It should be
mentioned that HAN is dissolvable in water to concentrations greater than 17 M
at room temperature. Figures 2-4 display such data for 0.10, 1.0, and 13 M
HAN solutions, respectively. As can be seen, the resistance is definitely a
function of frequency; furthermore, the resistance does not scale linearly
with cell length (0). This non linearity is shown in Table 1 by ratioing the
resistance values with t~e I rjtio 4.5 cm/1.5 cm for the three concentrations
at a fixed frequency (10 sec-'). The resistance values for the 1.0 and 13 M
HAN solutions are observed to be similar, and it is also observed that the
dependence on frequency and length is correspondingly similar. At 0.10 M, the
dependence on frequency is less and the cell resistance ratio is closer to the
linear value of 3.00.

TABLE 1. Variation of Resistance Ratios as a Function of Concentration
for 100 Microliter Hamilton Syringe Conductivity Cell at 1 KHz

Cell Length Ratio Cell Resistance Ratio
0.10 M 1.0 M 13 M

4.5 56.92 4.432 3.230-=3.00 =- f 2.69* 1- .98* - = 1.79*
1.5 21.13 2.235 1.805

2.88** 3.06** 3.03**

* - These values are obtained at f=1000 Hz.

** - These values are obtained by extrapolating Figures 2-4 to infinite
frequency, which results in an intercept on the ordinate.

Clearly, this is an unsuitable cell design to use in making reliable
conductivity measurements on HAN solutions. In order to construct a more
appropriate cell, the physical reasons for these variations need to be
cnderstood.

It has been known for many years that polarization effects can occur
between electrolytic solutions and the electrodes. In fact, conductivity
measurements are made with alternating current to minimize this problem.
Through detailed experimental studies and modelR of diffusion at the electrode
it was found' that the polarization effect causes a resistance in series with
the electrolytic solution and furthermore that this resistance varied

inversely with the square root of the frequency (f). Taking account of the
polarization effect, one can write

3. G. Jones and S. Christian, "The Measurement of the Conductance of
Electrolytes. VI. Galvanic Polarization by Alternating Current,"
I. Am. Chem. Soc., Vol. 57, p. 272, 1930.
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Figure 2. Resistance Versus Frequency-1/2 for a 0.10 M RAN Solution
Contained in a 100 Microliter Hamilton Syringe. Three Path Lengths

(.) are Displayed. T - 20"C.

Rt = Rs + Rp1/f (3)

for the total resistance (Rd) of a conductivity cell, where R is the solution
resistance and R is the resistance created by polarization edfects. As f
approaches infinity Rt approaches R., however f cannot be increased
arbitrarily high because of enother effect to be discussed shortly. Figures
2-4 all show that Rt indeed decreases with increasing frequency indicating
that the Hamilton syringe ceil is influenced by polarization effects. The
cell length and cell resistance ratios for the Hamilton syringe can also be
explained in this context. The most dilute solution (0.10 M HAN) gives a cell
resistance ratio Llosest to the cell length ratio (see Table 1). The reason
for this result is that the solution resistance, Rs, is highest in this case
providing the major contribution to Rt. If one does a straight line
extrapolation to infinite frequency, the cell resistance ratios obtained from
the intercepts provide cell resistance ratios which are in 1.ne with the cell
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length ratio (again see Table 1). Although measurements of R could be made
from such extrapolations, it would be much better to design a cell that
minimizes the polarization effects.

5.0

4.0 -

S3.0 -

*~uJ* Uj
Z

w 2.0

o 4.5 cm
0 3.0cm

1.0 A 1.5 cm

0.0 I I I

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

FREQUENCY -/• (1Os'112 )

Figure 3. Same as Figure 2, Except that a 1.0 M HAN Solution is Used.

One can see from equation (3) that increasing R makes R a smaller
contribution. This can be accomplished by increasing the valge of the cell
constant (k=t/A). Howevez, increasing the cell constant by decreasing A has
been shown to create adverse effects. Rp itself is minimized by use of large
area inert electrodes usually made from platinum. In many cases these
electrodes are electroplated with platinum black to increase the effective
surface area and this has been shown to further decrease R p. Thus L is the
choice variable to use in increasing the cell constant.

There is a danger in going to extremely large values of Rs because of
shunting effects. That is, impedance paths may appear which become the same
order of magnitude as the resistive path through the solution. An equivalent
circuit for the conductivity cell can be represented by Figure 5,

11
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Figur-e 4. Same as Figure 2, Except that a 13 M HAN Solution is Used.
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Figure 5. An Equivalent Circuit Representing the Shunting
Effect on a Conductivity Cell
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I
where R, and C, are shunting resistances and capacitances. The circuit
impedance (Z) is given by

SI - I - I
Z Rt+ R + X

t 1 C

where Xc= is the capacitive reactance.
2WfC1

Separating out the real part of th- impedance (R) we have after some algebra

R a Rt ( I + 2 )(Rt + RI)2 +X

Since all of the values contributing to the second term on the right are
positive, the shunt always lowers the resistance, an effect opposite to that
of polarization. To simplify matters a bit, assume RI 0, then

R
1+ A.= t

we le; the capacitance effects are minimized by keeping the term

41f C2Rt 2<<l. Practically speaking, one does not want to use extremely large
values of f or Rt. Details of the shunting effect are discussed by Jones and
Bollinger.4

in summary, it is found that for electrolytic solutions of low
resistance, i.e., concentrated solutions, one has to watch for polarization
effects, while for electrolytic solutions of high resistance, i.e., dilute
solutions, shunting effects can become important. It would be desirable to
have a conductivity cell that exhibited a frequency independent resistance
over a substantial frequency range, indicating the above-mentioned effects are
negligible. The next section describes such a cell together with some
conductance measurements.

III. TEST AND MEASUREMENT

From the arguments contained in the last section, a new conductivity cell
was constructed from a glass U-tube having a path length of 58 cm, an inside
diameter of 0.70 cm, and an outside diameter of 0.90 cm. The electrodes are
0.6 cm diameter platinum discs which are held in position by a non-conductive
support which rests on the top of zhe U-tube. This arrangement allows for
easy removal of the electrodes for cleaning purposes.

4. G. Jones and G. Bollinger, "The Measurement of the Conductance of
Electrolytes. III. The Design of Cells," J. Am. Chem. Soc., Vol. 53,
p. 411, 1931.
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There are several dramatic geometric changes in the cell design over the

100 microliter Hamilton syringe; the path length t is about 10 times larger
and the electrode area is about 15 times larger. Th¶ cell constant for this
cell is calculated from the geometry to be 150.7 cm- The conventional way
to obtain the cell constant is to measure the resistance of a known
solution. Using a .100 N KC1 solution, the cell constant is measured to be
14i.3 cm-. This agreement is quite good considering the approximate nature

of the geometric measurement. A logical next step in testing this cell is to
look at the frequency dependence of the resistance for various solutions.
Figure 6 illustrates three cases: a 0.10 M, 1.0 M, and !3 M HAN solutions.
We can see from the figure that the resistance is found to be independent of
frequency over the range 500 to 10,000 Hz. This is indeed an improvement over

the Hamilton syringe. As a final test, several concentrations of aqueous
sodium nitrate solutions were prepared and their resistances were measured
with the cell. These experimental results together with published data for

the conductance of aqueous NaNO3 are given in Figure 7. Excellent agreement
is obtained between our measurements and published results. These
erperimental checks indicated that this cell was functioning properly; we
therefore used this cell to obtain conductance measurements on HAN as a

function of concentration.

Figures 7 and 8 illustrate this data. Figure 7 is a plot of specific
conductivity of HAN versus concentration. Data for aqueous NaNO3 i• shown as
well to indicate the similarity of this conductivity data with that cf HAN.

The solubility of NaNO 3 in H120 is much less than that for HAN; consequently,
data for aqueous NaNO3 only goes to approximately 6 M. Figure 8 shows the
equivalent conductance as a function of the square root of the concentrations.
There are several reasons for plotting data in this fashion. The equivalent

conductan e shows what is happening on a "per ion" basis, and when plotted
versus c2, can be compared with the dilute solution theories of Delbye and

Sizckel and Onsager. These theories say in effect that the electric forces
between ions tend to maintain a space and oppose the motion of an ion under
the influence of an outside electffc field, and thus cause a decrease in the

conductance proportional to the c . Further measurements of conductance in
dilute HAN solutions will be performed. The meaning of the conductance curves
and possible similarities with conclusions drawn from Raman spectra are
discussed in other reports. 5 6

5. S.W. Bunte, J.A. Vanderhoff, and P.M. Donmoyer, "Electrical Conductivity
Measurements on Hydroxylammonium Nitrate, LGP 1845 and LGP 1846,"
Proceedings of the 22nd JANNAF Combustion Meeting, to be published.

6. J.A. Vanderhoff and S.W. Bunte, "Laser Raman Studies Related to Liquid
Propellants: Structural Characteristics," Proceedings of 22nd JANNAF
Combustion Meeting, to be published.
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Figure 6. Resistance Versus Frequency-1/2 for 0.10, 1.0, and 13 M HAN
Solutions Using the Constructed U-Tube Conductivity Cell.

T = 200C.
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